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INTRODUCTION

The St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization (SJATSO) is the federally
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization for the region. A Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) is a regional
decision—making body composed of elected
officials, state and federal partners, and city
staff from the metropolitan area. The MPO is
charged with producing federally required
transportation policy and planning documents
as well as ensuring an inclusive public
participatory process is followed.

A MPO is an organization of
representatives from the
surrounding local governments
and agencies that collectively
discuss transportation issues
and opportunities for the entire
metro area. MPOs were first
required by the Federal—-Aid
Highway Act of 1962 in all
urbanized areas with a
population greater than
50,000. SUATSO acts as a
steward of federal
transportation funds while
ensuring regional
transportation planning is
continuing, cooperative and
comprehensive.

The transportation planning process at
SJATSO is overseen by the Technical
Committee, which provides technical support
and recommendations to the Coordinating
Committee, the ultimate decision—making
body. Committees host both local
transportation professionals such as
engineers, as well as elected officials such as
city council members. SJIATSO’s bylaws
determine the positions that should be
represented on each committee and additional
advisory committees are appointed by the
individual boards based upon need.

SJATSO seeks to plan for a strong multimodal transportation system within this
region through its leadership, cooperation with planning partners, and community
relationships. Through SJATSO’s leadership, area jurisdictions and diverse
community interests collaborate to address the regions challenges and identify the
opportunities for cooperative solutions. These efforts, in turn, enhance the
effectiveness of local government. SJATSO plays an active leadership role in
strengthening the metropolitan community by providing:

e A forum for addressing regional objectives and diverse community issues

related to transportation
e Long-range transportation planning and public policy coordination
e Technical assistance and services to enhance the effectiveness of local

government in relation to transportation issues
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e Short range planning or the Transportation Improvement Plan

SJATSO serves the tri—county St. Joseph metropolitan region, which includes five
separate city governments. As a bi—state MPO, SJATSO’s boundaries include
portions of Buchanan County and Andrew County in Missouri and Doniphan County
in Kansas (see Figure 1).

Figure 1: SUIATSO Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA) Boundary
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The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) documents the metropolitan region
prioritization of limited transportation resources available among the various needs
of the region. It is a program and schedule of intended transportation
improvements (or continuation of current
activities) for the next four (4) years, developed
as part the regional planning process for
transportation projects are federal funds received from the Federal
also included in the Highway Administration (FHWA) and the

document, even though Federal Transit Administration (FTA), as well as

federal funding may not be . D . .
involved regionally significant projects affecting the
system regardless of funding source.

SJATSO, in cooperation with the State(s) and
designated transit operators and local partners, is responsible for developing the
TIP. As a bi—state MPO, SJATSO includes both the Missouri Department of
Transportation (MoDOT) and the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT).
SJATSO is also responsible for providing citizens, private providers of
transportation, and other interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to
comment on the proposed program. The TIP must be updated at least once every
four (4) years; however, SUATSO conducts full

updates annually and allows for amendments The STIP is the State’s
throughout the program year. Once approved equivalent of a MPO’s TIP. It
by the Coordinating Committee, the Missouri includes all federally funded
and Kansas Governor, and FHWA/FTA (ONE transportation projects in the
DOT), the TIP is added to Missouri and Kansas state. Projects in the
respective Statewide Transportation metropolitan areas are
Improvement Program (STIP) by reference. included by reference to the

relevant STIP.
The TIP contains a priority list of projects to be

carried out within each year of the four—year program and provides a constrained
financial plan that documents the demonstration of each project sponsor’s
financial capacity to deliver all programmed projects.

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is the MPQO’s 20-year plan that
challenges the entire metropolitan to think big and long—term about its shared
transportation future. The MTP outlines a screening process based on whether a
project achieves the stated goals and objectives of the MTP and addresses existing
and future year needs, deficiencies, and opportunities. By establishing goals, it
frames the on—going discussion surrounding project implementation within the
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regional vision. The MTP is updated every 5 years, and the 2045 MTP was adopted
in 2019. As funding becomes available, projects identified in the MTP are included
in the TIP for construction. The TIP should be considered the implementing tool of
the MTP. As such, project sponsors are required to identify which goals and
objectives their projects are supporting. The MTP goals and objectives include:

e Safety

e Economic Vitality

e Regionalism

o Accessibility

e Funding

e Natural Environment

e Transportation/Land Use
e Environmental Protection
e Public Involvement

e System Management

Additional source documents for items within the TIP include, but are not limited
to, the Active Transportation Plan, Airport Master Plan, Transit Development Plan,
local government Capital Improvement Programs (CIP), the short-range element of
the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP 2045), MoDOT and KDOT STIPs.

The TIP and Federal Performance Measures

In the passage of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP—
21), and continuing into the FAST Act, Congress established Transportation
Performance Management (TPM). FHWA defines TPM as a strategic approach that
uses system information to make investment and policy decisions to achieve
national performance goals.

Another requirement is Performance Based Planning and Programming (PBPP)
which impacts the TIP and the MTP. PBPP refers to the application of
performance management principles within the planning and programming
processes of transportation agencies to achieve desired performance outcomes for
the multimodal transportation system.

SJATSO has adopted performance MoDOT and KDOT measures in many areas.
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Safety Performance Measures

There are a couple of projects programmed for safety in the TIP, with safety
projects totaling $2,206,000 for Program Years 2022-2025, all sponsored by the
Northwest District of MoDOT, to help the State move towards these targets. Staff
also actively participates in the Northwest District Coalition of Roadway Safety,
which works to implement Missouri’s Blueprint ultimate goal of zero fatalities on
Missouri roadways, and participates in the annual Highway Safety and Traffic
Blueprint Conference.

Pavement/Bridge/System Reliability

SJATSO voted to follow the state set targets for Bridge, Pavement and System
Reliability, for both KDOT and MoDOT. The 2022-2025 TIP includes a variety of
projects that maintain pavement performance. A total of seven MoDOT projects are
outlined in the rehab and reconstruction section of the TIP mainly addressing
pavement concerns to help the State move towards these targets.

Transit Asset Management

Transit asset management is a method to quantify these improvements, helping
staff as well as the community better gauge the larger impacts that programmed
projects will have towards achieving these goals to help the State move towards
these targets. For example, as the busses exceed their useful life there is an
increased need for repairs ultimately impacting the delivery of service, and if left
unaddressed could affect safety. Some of the projects falling under this section
are replacement of outdated equipment and general maintenance and repairs to
the Transit building and materials. SJIATSO worked with the local transit agency, St.
Joseph Transit, to establish realistic and measurable performance measures which
were adopted by the Coordinating Committee on March 11, 2021.

Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan

The Federal Transit Administration requires the Public Transportation Agency Safety
Plan for Bus Transit (PTASP) to be completed and adopted by the transit agency
and the MPO. This is the next in a line Targets required to be adopted and
implemented to help the State move towards these targets. The City of St. Joseph
and St. Joseph Transit completed their own PTASP and adopted and submitted the
plan in December of 2020. Projects help with safety include updates to bus stops
and shelters including ADA ramps and solar lighting.
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The current federal surface transportation legislation is called the Fixing America’s
Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. It is a five—year (FFY 2016-2020)
transportation program signed into law by President Obama on December 4, 2015.
MPQOs are required to develop a TIP that is fiscally constrained and contain all
capital and non—capital surface transportation projects within the MPO area that will
receive federal funding, as well as other regionally significant transportation
projects.’

Additionally, the FAST Act requires that SUATSO provide an Annual Listing of
Obligated Projects? that lists all transportation projects that used federal funds in
the preceding TIP program year. The federal government obligates funds, which
acts as the government’s legal commitment to pay the federal share of a project’s
cost, to a project only after completion of the required project development
process and all local, state, and federal approvals have been obtained. The
obligated amounts reflected in this report may not be equal to the final project cost
and may not be initiated or completed in the program year. For Federal Transit
Administration projects, obligation occurs when the FTA grant is awarded. For
FHWA funded local public agency sponsored projects, obligation occurs when a
SDOT/LPA project agreement is executed and the SDOT has received FHWA
approval of the SDOT request for authorization of work and obligation of federal
funds, in the Financial Information Management System (FMIS). *Federal
Government is operating off of a continuing resolution.

This Annual Listing of Obligated Projects will be presented for review by the
SJATSO Coordinating Committee within 90 days of the previous TIP’s program
year. Upon acceptance by the Coordinating Committee, the Annual Listing of
Obligated Projects will be available on the MPO website.

The TIP will include a listing of major projects from the previous TIP that
experienced any significant delays in the planned implementation. Major projects
are defined as transportation improvement projects receiving federal financial
assistance with an estimated total cost of $500 million or more or that have been
identified by the FHWA as being a major project. Significant delay will be defined

" In accordance with United States Code Titles 23 and 49, the TIP document must outline at least a
four—year program of: 1) All federally funded priority transportation projects, and 2) All regionally
significant priority projects, regardless of funding source.

2 23 CFR 450.332
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as two years or more from the year first listed for the project in the previous TIP.
No significant delays on major projects from the previous TIP have been identified.

SJATSO’s Project Delay Policy (See Appendix C) for the TIP is to maximize the
federal funding obligated each fiscal year and to enable SUATSO to redirect funds
to different projects if any are inactive or otherwise not making progress. The Delay
Policy applies to projects funded through the programs for which SJIATSO has
oversight of project selection, which at this time includes only the Surface
Transportation Program Small Urban (STP-Small Urban) funds. The intent of the
policy is to provide an incentive for local agency sponsors to develop their projects
according to a detailed schedule and, thereby, to obligate the federal funds
assigned to each project within the timeframes initially shown in the TIP.

In the context of this delay policy, a “delay” occurs when a construction-related
project phase does not get advertised within twelve months of the of the TIP
program year in which its construction phase funding was originally programmed,
or changed with an amendment, in the TIP. For non—construction projects and
programs, a “delay” occurs when the “Notice to Proceed” is not issued within
twelve months of the TIP program year in which its implementation was originally
funded in the TIP. The consequence of a delay may be the withdrawal of its federal
funds from the TIP or other action by the Coordinating Committee.

This TIP is broken into nine categories of project type:
Aviation
Bicycle & Pedestrian
Bridge.
Elderly & Disabled
Highways & Streets: Rehabilitation/Reconstruction
Highways & Streets: Capacity and Connectivity
Public Transportation
Safety and Hazard Elimination
Freight

. Scoping

SO ©®mM~NoO O A WN =

—i

The TIP consists of a series of tables and documents which include:
e General project information: name, location, sponsoring agency, and
description of the project
e A schedule of expenditures by fiscal year, including the funding source
e Further detail on the monitoring project progress and delays (see Appendix
C)
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e The SJATSO self-certification document (see Appendix A) that states
SJATSO is carrying out the process in accordance with all applicable Federal
requirements

The federal regulations outlining the requirements for a MPQO’s development of the
TIP can be found in the 23 CFR 450.326.

Program of Projects (POP)

T|P DEVELOPMENT A POP is a list of projects

proposed by a designated

PROCESS transit recipient in cooperation

While federal regulations require that the TIP be with an MPO to be funded
updated a minimum of once every four years, from the UZA’s or state’s
SJATSO conducts a full update annually Section 5339 apportionment. A
beginning in January. The steps include: POP may also be required
under other FTA programs.
1. Staff issues a call for The POP includes a brief
updates to update the status of projects in description of the projects,
the current TIP and at the same time including any sub allocation
issues a call for projects for the update. among public transportation
States, Counties, Cities and Transit providers or other eligible sub
agencies can submit projects. recipients, total project costs,
a. Transit Providers are requested to and federal share for each

provide information needed to
develop their Program of Projects (POP) for inclusion in the TIP

2. New projects are assessed using the TIP
Evaluation Sheet (See Appendix E) to determine compliance with the MTP

3. Staff compiles a draft TIP, including a financial plan for
project listings, maintenance and operations and other components

4. The draft is reviewed by the State DOTs and
federal partners and then released for public comment for fourteen (14) days

5. Staff presents the draft TIP to the Technical Committee and

Coordinating Committee for approval. Currently, the staff also submits a
separate action to the Coordinating Committee requesting the approval of
the MPO self-certification documentation (form). Once approved, the
Coordinating Committee requests approval of the TIP by the Governor and
inclusion in the STIP.
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Information was sent on January 10, 2021 to project sponsors notifying them of
the 2022-2025 TIP update (see Appendix F). Sponsors were advised to apply if
they had new projects for the TIP or if their current projects in the TIP needed to be
extended into FY2022 and were not already programmed as such. Sponsors were
made aware that projects scheduled to end in FY20 will not be extended into the
2022-2025 TIP unless staff is notified of the extension and were asked to fill out
the mid—year project report. To qualify a new project or extend the fiscal year of a
project for inclusion in the TIP sponsors submitted an electronic form that was
signed, certifying compliance with the MPO Title VI program, as well as all MPO
policies and plans. All responses were collected electronically. Public notice for the
call for projects was also distributed via the MPO website, local libraries, St.
Joseph Transit agency, all member city halls and local newspapers as outlined in
the PPP. The deadline for submission was February 22", 2021.

The TIP contains projects for respective transit providers including St. Joseph
Transit that constitutes the Program of Projects (POP) for St. Joseph Transit only.
This list of transit items is a prioritized list of projects used by the transit staff and
reviewed by FTA officials. Approval of the TIP includes the approval of the POP for
St. Joseph Transit. The public involvement procedures used for TIP development
and amendments are used to satisfy the POP requirements for FTA Section 5307,
5309, and 5339 funding. Additionally, appendix D includes a listing of illustrative
projects for St. Joseph Transit which includes unfunded projects that are a priority
soon, but for which future funding is reasonably expected.

Projects to be implemented shall be selected by the State and transit operator in
cooperation with the MPO. SJATSO focuses only upon ensuring that all projects
conform to the MTP and applies the Project Selection Criteria to ensure
compliance. SUATSO reviews all project submissions to ensure their compliance
with the goals and direction of the MPO, as expressed in its adopted MTP,
supporting plans, and formal policies. Project coordination, timing, scope
consistency, and planning for the future are elements that fall within the general
purview of the MPO.

Once all projects are received, staff will review and score projects using the TIP

Evaluation Sheet (See Appendix E). This scoring sheet was developed based on
the priorities and goals set forth in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) to
ensure that projects are supportive of local needs and approved by the SJIATSO

Committees for implementation.
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If a project is found to be in compliance, has properly identified available funding
and does not conflict with any other agency operations, it is then programmed in
the draft TIP. SJATSO considers those projects listed in the first year of the TIP to
be first priority and those in the following years to be second, third, and fourth
priority, respectively. Project estimates are based upon the year of expenditure
approach, as provided for in the FHWA/FTA Final Rule Statewide Transportation
Planning: Metropolitan Transportation Planning.

The TIP includes a financial plan that demonstrates how the approved TIP can be
implemented and identifies resources from public and private sources that are
reasonably expected to be made available to carry out the TIP. In developing the
TIP, SUATSO, MoDOT, KDOT, and public transportation operators cooperatively
develop estimates of funds that are reasonably expected to be available to support
TIP implementation. Only projects for which construction or operating funds can
reasonably be expected to be available may be included. In developing the
financial plan, SUATSO considers all projects and strategies funded under title 23
U.S.C., title 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53, and other federal funds; and regionally
significant projects that are not federally funded. For purposes of transportation
operations and maintenance, the financial plan shall contain system-—level
estimates of costs and revenue sources that are reasonably expected to be
available to adequately operate and maintain Federal-aid highways (as defined by
23 U.S.C 101(a)(5)) and public transportation (as defined by title 49 U.S.C.
Chapter 53).

Prior to public review, the draft TIP was submitted to state and federal partners for
comments and revision. Once reviewed, staff released the draft for public review.
The St. Joseph MPO has established a Public Participation Plan (PPP) that defines
the public participation procedures for the MPO in general, but specifically covers
the procedure for the annual TIP update and any later amendments.

For the FY 2022-2025 update, SUATSO solicited

public comments for 14 days. The draft TIP was

The FY 2022-2025 TIP was made available for public viewing and comment;
available for public comment however, no public comments were received.
from The final document, and amendments, are

May 27- June 10, 2021 maintained and available for public access on

the MPO website, as well as in SUATSO’s main

office located at the St. Joseph City Hall, Room
202.
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St. Joseph Transit is the designated public transit provider for the St. Joseph
Urbanized Area. OATS, Inc. is a not—for—profit 501(c)3 corporation providing
specialized transportation for senior citizens, people with disabilities and the rural
general public providing transportation in the rural areas to the urbanized area.
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) recipients of certain categories of funds, St.
Joseph Transit and OATS, INC., may rely on locally adopted public participation
plans for the submittal of their projects in lieu of a separate Program of Projects
(POP). If the grantee has coordinated with SUATSO and ensured that the public is
aware that SUATSO’s plan is being used to satisfy the POP public participation
requirements. St. Joseph Transit uses this coordination and public awareness
criteria. Therefore, SUATSO’s Public Participation Plan (PPP) satisfies the Federal
Transit Administration’s (FTA) requirement of public participation for their Program
of Projects.

In accordance with the provisions of 23 CFR Part 450.212 (b), the Kansas
Department of Transportation, Missouri Department of Transportation, and the St.
Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization hereby agree that the public
involvement activities carried out in response to the metropolitan planning
requirements in 23 CFR 450.322 (c) or 23 CFR 450.326 (c) satisfy the public
involvement requirements to add this TIP or subsequent TIP amendments into the
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Upon determining that projects qualify for inclusion in the TIP, staff presents
projects in the form of a draft TIP to the Technical Committee for review and the
Coordinating Committee for final approval before submission to MoDOT, KDOT
and FHWA/FTA (ONEDOT). The Coordinating Committee may modify the project
selection as it deems necessary. Adoption is scheduled every May, so that there is
adequate time for submittal to the state for the Governor’s approval and
subsequently approval from ONEDOT.

Amendments are necessary when®:
e The project budget change exceeds 20% of the amount programmed.
e The project’s source of federal funds changes from local or state funds; or
federal funds are being added to a project.
e The project requires a change in year, in turn affecting fiscal constraint.

3 23 CFR 450.104
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e A cardinal change® to the project is required, affecting overall project scope
or budget.
e Or when a new project using federal funds is added.

The following procedure is used to amend the TIP:

Staff issues a call for amendments twice a year in March and September

\Z

Sponsors will notify staff of the proposed amendment and provide a project listing sheet as well as signed compliance forms.

\Z

Staff will publish a public notice allowing a 7 day comment period on the proposed amendment, using methods outlined in
the Public Participation Plan (PPP).

\Z

Public comments will be directed to the Transportation Planner who will compile them within one week after the close of the
comment period.

\Z

The proposed amendment, public comments and any responses to those comments are then placed on the agenda for the
next regularly scheduled meeting of the Technical and Coordinating Committees for discussion and approval.*

\Z

Pending approval, the project is forwarded to the appropriate state department of transportation for inclusion in its
Statewide TIP (STIP). The STIP is then approved by FHWA/FTA.

* An electronic voting option via telephone or email may be used for voting, if necessary. A majority vote of
the Coordinating Committee shall be required (3 votes) to determine an emergency and may be accomplished
by a telephone or email poll. If not, the amendment will be discussed at the next regularly scheduled meeting
of each Committee.

Administrative Adjustments can be used to correct errors, project changes, or
omissions in the approved TIP if they do not exceed the provisions listed above for
a formal amendment®. Included in this provision is the splitting or combining of two
or more projects if the project does not trigger a major change. These

* The Federal Court of Claims coined the term "cardinal change" to describe those changes that are
beyond the scope of the contract. FTA Guidance on Cardinal Changes
(https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/procurement/third—party—procurement/cardinal-changes)

® 23 CFR 450.104
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modifications shall be presented to the Technical Committee for information only
and will not need to be addressed by the Technical or Coordinating Committee(s)
or Public. Additionally, administrative adjustments are not required to follow the
same public participation requirements as a general TIP update or amendment®
and therefore do not require a public comment period.

Errors made in the ministerial functions of creating and maintaining the TIP, such
as cartography, typographical, spelling, minor word omissions, and mathematical
errors that have little or no impact can be performed by staff and shall not be
considered a revision to the TIP.

6 23 CFR 450.326 TIP Revisions and Relationship to the STIP.
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FINANCIAL PLAN

Projects are funded from several sources. Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
funds are allocated to transit operators by formulas through the FTA Region 7
office in Kansas City and state transit funds flow through MoDOT and KDOT. These
funds are utilized for the operations of St. Joseph Transit and various paratransit
operations in the region.

All the estimated amounts of transportation project funds are included in the
individual project tables. The estimates of reasonably expected funding levels
based on recent experience are compared to the levels of federal, state, and local
funding for transportation facilities and services that are requested by the state
DOTs and local governments for inclusion in the TIP. Comparing these expected
funding levels and funding request levels allows SJATSO to determine if the TIP is
fiscally constrained.

Project sponsors hold ultimate responsibility for ensuring that project information
contained in the TIP is correct, that it accurately represents the scope of work
being performed, and that the amount of funding being requested is correct. The
sponsor is responsible for providing SJATSO with an honest accounting of project
details including costs, implementation schedules, and local matching fund
sources, at the time of application for federal funds and anytime such details
change. The project sponsor is also responsible for reviewing the TIP after a
project is included or modified to ensure correctness.

There are long standing local funding sources to accomplish the goals and
objectives of local, state, and federal transportation programs. Local sponsors
use a myriad of local revenues to not only operate and maintain the federally
eligible system, but also to match federal funds for projects on it. Revenues to
fund operations and maintenance, local match on federal projects or non—federal,
regionally significant local projects, come from the cities and counties sponsoring
the projects. Those sources include the following:

City and County Distributions (CART Funds): These funds are a combination of
Motor Fuel Tax, Vehicle Sales Tax and Vehicle Fees. These funds are distributed
from MoDOT revenues to the Cities and Counties through the Department of
Revenue. For most instances, these funds fully support the maintenance and
operation cost for federally eligible facilities.
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Other Committed Funds: Other committed funds are non—federal resources
composed of remaining CART funds from previous year distributions, local
transportation taxes, grant funds, general revenues, and special use initiative
funds. These non—federal funds are used when total program commitments
exceed the available CART funds. When a local sponsor wants to program a
project, they commit to providing the non—federal local match in excess of the
CART funds through these sources.

TIPs are required to have a four year fiscally constrained program of projects.
This TIP provides realistic cost and funding estimates for improvement projects in
the first two years of the fiscal constraint period (2022-2024). Predicting the
revenues that will be available and costs for projects in the second half of that
period (2024-2025) is a more speculative exercise, dependent on several factors.
Thus, available revenues for 2024 and 2025 are based on rough estimates, which
are helpful in showing the four years of fiscally constrained project tables. SJATSO
has assumed that 2020 levels for federal funding will remain in place for funding
through 2025 with adjustments for inflation. The forecasted revenues tables show
that the level of project funding from reasonable sources and the total level of
project funding programmed in this TIP is balanced and this TIP is fiscally
constrained.

To exhibit financial constraint, a financial plan should address three questions:
1. What will the needs for transportation in the SJATSO planning area cost?
a. The needs are identified by including a project in the listing of fiscally
constrained transportation projects and the costs are summarized by
funding source in Table 1 and Table 2.
2. What revenues are available that can be applied to the needs?

a. Specific revenues available to meet
the needs are identified in Table 1and Table 2 by
jurisdiction and source.

3. Are the revenues sufficient to cover the
costs?

Fiscally constrained means
enough financial resources
are available to fund

rojects listed in the TIP.
Prol a. As demonstrated in Table 1 and

Table 2, programmed fund amounts are less
than, or equal to, the anticipated available fund amounts.
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In addition to having a clearly identified source of funding for each roadway,
bridge, transit, and enhancement project listed in the TIP, the project sponsor must
also present their project costs in Year of Expenditure (YOE) dollars. This allows
the project estimates to consider inflation and should make them more realistic
than using constant dollars. This fiscal analysis uses an annual inflation factor of
1.5 percent for all TIP projects unless otherwise indicated. MoDOT, for example,
uses a factor of 3 percent.

Federal funding forecasts, provided by state DOTs based on published notices in
the Federal Register, estimate fiscal year authorization levels by the FHWA and FTA
under the current highway act.

For federally funded projects, the TIP must identify the appropriate matching funds
by source. The matching funds are usually provided by state and local
governments. State revenue forecasts are also provided by the DOTs based on
historical data of the State Fuel Tax, State

Vehicle Sales and Use Tax and General

Revenue. Year of Expenditure (YOE)

Estimated project costs

FTA Section 5310 Awards should reflect inflation rates.
The Section 5310 program was established in Th? mfla’uoh rate,.whle.n used,
1975 as a discretionary capital assistance 'S noted.m the individual
program. In cases where public transit was project tables.
unavailable, insufficient, or inappropriate, the

program awarded grants to private nonprofit organizations to serve the
transportation needs of seniors and persons with disabilities. Eligible activities for
these funds have evolved over time, and currently include “traditional” projects
such as replacing vehicles as well as mobility projects beyond the requirements of
the ADA, projects that improve fixed route transit service access and serve low
income populations. A full list of eligible activities can be found in MoDOT’s
Application Instructions, https://www.modot.org/transit—applications—and-

reporting.

The Missouri Department of Transportation (http://www.modot.org/)is the
designated recipient of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 (49 USC
5310) program funding for portions of Missouri that include all non—urbanized
(rural) locations in Missouri as well as the Census—designated small urbanized
areas in the 50,000 — 199,999 population range, which includes the St. Joseph
Metropolitan Area (MPA). As a result, MoDOT works directly with project sponsors
for the distribution of these funds.
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Many providers that apply for and receive 5310 funds are small non—profit agencies
whose service area expands outside of the MPA, sometimes just passing through
the urbanized area. Because of this, Section 5310 recipients awarded by MoDOT
who operate primarily in the rural areas surrounding the St. Joseph MPA utilize the
MO STIP for planning requirements.

Agencies that were awarded Section 5310 funds this past funding cycle include:
e St. Joseph Transit

These awards include funds for both capital and operating assistance; more details
can be found in MoDOT’s STIP at https://www.modot.org/DRAFTSTIP.

The Kansas Department of Transportation follows much the same process. The

below agencies were awarded funds in the last cycle and serve Doniphan County
and while mainly based outside of the MPA, move through or to areas within the

metropolitan area.

e St. Joseph Transit

More details for these awards can be found in KDOT’s STIP at
https://www.ksdot.org/bureaus/burProgProjMgmt/stip/stip.asp.
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Table 1: Programmed Federal and State Funds Compared to Available Funds

Funding Source Programmed Funds Available Fund

Federal FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 Total FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 Total
FHWA, NHPP 30 $3.770,000.00 30 30 $ 3,770.000.00 50 $3.770,000.00 30 50 $3,770,000.00
FHWA NHPP-BR 55,458 600 54,345,000 $1.346.000 30 $11.149,600] 55456 600 $4,345.000] 51,346,000 50 511,149,600
FHWA NHPP-IM 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 30 50 50
FHWA NHPP-NHS $2.634.600 $8.150.500 30 30 $10.785,100] 52,634,600 $8,150.500 50 50 $10,785.100
FHWA HSIP 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 50 50
FHWA STBG 584,200 $527.0000  $1.131.000 30 $1.802,200 584,200 $527.000{ $1.191.000 50 $1.802.200

FHWA STP 30 30 30 30 30 50 30 50

FHWA, TAP $200,000 30 30 30 $200,000 $200.000 50 30 50 $200.000
FHWA, SAFETY $8.000 $8,000 30 30 $16,000 $8.000 $8.000 $0 50 $16.,000
FHWA, RTP 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 $0 50 50
FHWA AC-State $180,800 $8.437,000] §7.478,000 30 $16,095,800 $180.600 $8,437.000 7,478,000 50 $16,095.500
FTA 5307 $1.626,000 51,660,390 $1675146| 51,700,273 $6,651.809] 51,626,000 $1,650.390] $1,675.146] §1,700.273 $6,661.509
FTA 5310 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 30 50 50
FTA 5311 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 30 50 50
FTA 5339 $326.620 5256051 5266,057 5277 412 51,126,140 $326.620 $256.051 5266,057 $277 412 $1,126.140
FAA AlP 50 50 50 50 50 50
Federal Totals 510.518,820]  $23.373.941] $11.956,203] $1.977 686 547.6826,649] 510,518,820 $23,373,941) 511,956,203  51,977.686)  $47.626,649

State FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 Total FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 Total
MoDOT MPEN 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 30 50 50
MoDOT SAFETY 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 30 50 50
MoDOT STATE DPERATING 319,586 $19.880 520178 320,481 380,126 $19.586 $19.880 520,178 $20.481 580,126
MoDOT SWIMB 5158.000 51,069,000 30 30 51,227,000 $158.000 51,068,000 30 50 $1.227.000
MoDOT TCOS 5794000 53,333,500 $998.,000 30 55,125,500 5794000 $3,333.500 $996.,000 50 $5,125.500
MoDOT SPF 30 30 30 30 30 50 50 30 50 50
KDOT State 30 5942500 30 30 5942500 50 3942500 50 50 $942,500
KDOT 30 30 30 50 50 50 50 50 50 0
50 30 30 50 50 $0 50 50
State Totals $971,586 $5,364,880) §$1.018,178 $20,481 $7.375,126] $971.586 $5,364.880| $1.018,178 $20,481 $7,375,126

Yearly Totals| $11,490.406 $28,738,821| $12,974,381| $1,998,167 $11,490,406 $28,738.821| $12,974.381|  $1,998 167

Programmed Total $55.201,775 Total Available Funds 555,201,775
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Table 2: Programmed Local Funds Compared to Available Funds

Local FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 Total

St. Joseph  Programmed §5.007.038 54,979,118 $5.049.667| $5.132.777 520,168,600
Op and Maint Costs 510,608 5522 767 335,109 $847,636 53,316,120

CART $3.075.617 $3.167.886| $3.262.922| $3.360.810 512,867,235

Remaining| 52,742,029 52,633,999 $2.621.854| 52.619.603 510,617,485

Other Committed Funds | 2 742 029 $2,633,999| $2.621.854| $2.619.603 $10,617.485

Remaining 50 50 50 50 30

Private 50 50 50 50 50
Local Programming and O&M Totals 55,817,646 55.801,885| $5.884.776| 55.980.413 523,484,721
Local Funding Available Totals 55.817.646 $5.801,885| $5.884,776| $5,980.413 523,484,721

MoDOT Operations and Maintenance

Maintenance costs include MoDOT'’s salaries, materials and equipment needed to
deliver the roadway and bridge maintenance programs. This category includes
basic maintenance activities like minor surface treatments such as: sealing, small
concrete repairs, and pothole patching; mowing right of way; snow removal,
replacing signs; striping; repairing guardrail; and repairing traffic signals.
Performing these activities requires employees; vehicles and other machinery; and
materials such as salt, asphalt, and fuel. Maintenance operations expenditures are
expected to increase 1.5% annually.

Calculations are $398,294,000 / 77,541 lane miles.

This makes MoDOT’s cost, $5,137 per lane mile

Assumptions:

Maintenance Operations $503,302,000 =*
Fleet Investments $ 26,452,000 *
Total $529,754,000
Minus Maintenance Fringe Benefits  $131,460,000 *
Total $398,294,000

Lane miles 77,541 *»*

*Source: FY 2020 Budget approved 6/5/2019
** Source: Official 2018 State System Mileage
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Kansas Department of Transportation KDOT

The maintenance and operations from KDOT include all parts of Doniphan County
not just those that are within the metropolitan area Operations and maintenance is
calculated by sub area of KDOT districts. The sub area that Elwood and Wathena
are in is the whole county. The sub areas are split up based on snow/ice
operations. Costs include estimates for pavement work, basic maintenance,
shoulder work, drainage, roadside, minor bridge repairs, snow and ice removal and
traffic guidance (see Table 3). Cost estimates for 2022 to 2025 are based on the
2017 costs using a 3 percent inflation rate.

Table 3: KDOT O&M Estimates for FY FY2018-FY2020 including the inflation rate and a rolling
3 year average.

erating and Maintenance Estimates OT Operating and Maintenance Estimates

Rolling 3 Year
Average (2018-
FY2018 FY2019 Y2020 Total 2020)
Pavement 5 398707 |5 563380 | 5 943903 |5 19119905 6,373.30
Shoulders 5 16,393295 | & 6,663.23 | 5 1074033 | 5 3379651 |5 1126550
Drainage 5 779133 | & 478489 | & 10,158095 | $ 2273517 | & 7,578.39
Roadside 5 700481 |5 623148 | 5 Q0BBS91 |5 2322320(5 7.741.07
Bridze 5 215061 | & 50428 | 5 - 5 2655488 |5 88495
Snow & lce 5 1705429 | & 3567244 | 5 2406061 |5 TBTETIL|S 2559578
Traffic Guidance| 5 353313 | 5 1,89492 | 5 271117 | 5 8139322 |5 2,713.07
Total 5 58381418 |5 £1,44504 | 5 £G,19699 | 5 BB,18290 |5 62,152.07
Mote: These numbers include all of Sub-area 1140, which extends beyond Elwood and Wathena

The total for the Elwood—Wathena urban area is 119.416 lane—miles of roadway.
KDOT reports 59.754 lane—miles of roads classified as Arterial or Collector, and
59.662 lane—miles of Local roads. The Local total assumes 2—-lane; KDOT only
has records for centerline miles of these roads. The State System roads account
for 28.664 lane—miles; 31.09 lane—miles of Arterial or Collector and all the Local
roads are managed by local governments. Table 4 provides the 2020 total
operating and maintenance costs, as well as the miles and cost per lane mile.

Table 4: KDOT O&M Costs and Lane Miles

# of KDOT State System lane | Cost per lane
miles mile 2020
$62,152.07 28.664 $2,168.30

2020 Total O & M Cost
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Local Governments

Table 5: Local Road O&M Costs and Lane Miles

Centerline Cost/Mile for Maintenance
Entity Miles and Operation*
Buchanan 0.68 $6,945
Savannah 1.88 $19,274
St. Joseph 78.90 $810,608

* Based upon MoDOT Cost/CL Mile of $10,274

St. Joseph Transit
In addition to the local government operations and maintenance previously

discussed, St. Joseph Transit expenses also cover fleet repair/maintenance,
repairing/replacing bus shelters, bus washing, bus maintenance facilities, and fuel.
Table 6 shows the estimated expenditures for transit operations and maintenance.

Table 6: St Joseph Transit Operating and Maintenance

Transit 0&M Financial Summary

Available Revenue

*MTT — Mass Transit Table

2022 2023 2024 2025
Total Available . . :
5 28,096,193.00 | 5 28,517,635.90 28,945,400.43 | 5 29,379,581.44
Revenue
Q&M 5 (6,918,794.46)| S (7,022,576.37) (7,127,915.02}| 5 (7,234,833.74)
Transit TIP Project | | . .
) 5 (6,716,444.46)| 5 (6,724,213.62) (6,820,939.95)| 5 (6,930,618.73)
Expenditures
Remaining . . .
5 14,460,954.09 | 5 14,770,845.90 14,996,545.46 | 5 15,214,128.97
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Table 7 St. Joseph Transit Available Local and State Revenue Table:

Mass Transit Fund
Balance 5 21,584,751.00| 5 21,908,522.27| 5 22,237,150.10| 5§ 22,570,707.35

City of 5t. Joseph
Transit (Utility Tax) | $  1,160,360.00 | $  1,160,360.00 | $  1,160,360.00 | $  1,160,360.00
(Table 8)

City of 5t. Joseph
Transit (SalesTax) | $  4,586,063.96 | $  4,608,994.28 | §  4,632,039.25| $  4,655,199.45

(T8)
MMoDOT Operatin
{TE’;’ Elg 19,586.46 | & 19,880.25 | $ 20,178.46 | $ 20,481.13
Total Available
5 27,350,761.42| 5 27,697,756.80| § 28,049,727.81| 5 28,406,747.93
Local & State

*x|ncrease in 1.5% Inflation Rate
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FISCALLY CONSTRAINED PROJECTS

No projects currently.
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City of St. Joseph

Funding

MTP Goals & Objectives

BTN BT Source |Category| Prior Preg. | pyoogz | Fy2oes | Fvanzd4 | Fvoozs | TOTAL

Project Name Patee Trail - Phase 3 Federal 30|

State # State 30|

TP # BP-2018-01 Local ClP 28100 58,100

Other 50|

Construction of 10" wide and 8" thick urban Federal 30|

Dexscription trail from 22nd Street to Mitchell State 20

Within EJ Area (YiN} A Local 30|

Bike/Ped Element (vIN) |Y Other 20|

Project Length (feet) 3,200 Federal |TAP 200,000 200,000

State 30|

Total Federal Funding  [TAP 200,000 Local ClP 81,200 381,200

Total State Funding 20 Other 20

Total Local Funding CIp 2859 300 TOTAL $0| 5289300 0 50 0| 5283,300]
Total Project Cost S2859 300

MNote: Also known as 2015 Urban Trail Phaze 21. the local amount for engineering relfects in-

house design

Bicycle & Pedestrian Financial Summary by Agency

Agency: City of St. Joseph Source | Fry2022 | Fy2023 | Fy2024 | Fv2025 | TOTAL
Federal | $200,000 50 50 so|  s200,000
State 50 50 50 50 50
Local 589,300 50 50 so|  ss9.300
Other 50 50 S0 50 50

TOTAL $289,300 50 50 so| s289,300

Bicycle & Pedestrian Financial Summary

Source | Fy2022 | Fv2023 | Fv2024 | Fr2025 | TOTAL
Federal | $200,000 50 50 50|  $200,000
State 50 50 50 50 50
Local 589,300 50 50 50| 589,300
Other 0 50 50 50 50

TOTAL $289,300 50 50 50| 5289300

Bicycle & Pedestrian Project Summary for Py 2022-2023

Project Length | # of Projects with| Federal Funds | % Total Fed | State Funds in | % Total State | Lecal Funds in % Total Local
{in feet) Bike/Ped Element in EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds El Area Funds
5t Jogeph 6,400 ¥ £200,000 100.00% 0 0.00% £80 300 100.00%
Total 6,400 7 $200,000.00 100.00% 20.00 0.00% $85,300.00 100.00%

inwested in EJ areas

Note: Maintenance spans city wide going in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be considered entirety
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Fiscal vear

Buchanan County Source | Category| Prior Prog. Fv2022 FY2023 Fr2024 TOTAL
Project Name: Rte. AC Bridge Rehabiltation Federal |STBG 534,000 58,000 $30,000 589,000 $127,000
STIPE 1153030 State  |TCOS 58,000 52,000 58,000 522,000 532,000
TIP# ER-2022-02 Local 50
Description: Replace the bridge deck on the bridge Other 50
over Rte. 36 (Bridge A2822). Federal 50
State 50
Within EJ Area (Y/N) |N Local 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y Other 50
Project Length {miles) Federal [STBG 51,102,000 51,102,000
Total Federal STBG State TCOS 5276,000 5276,000
Total State Funding  |[TCOS Local 50
Total Local Funding Other 50
Total Project Cost: TOTAL 542,000 510,000 $38,000] 51,489,000 50 51,537,000

MTP Goals & Objectivel

System Preservation

ENG costs per sponsor

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied for inflation for FY 2023-2025; inflation is not applied to

Buchanan County Source | Category| Prior Prog. FY2022 FY2023 TOTAL
Project Name: 1-229 Bridge Rehabiltation NHPP $92,000 $306,000 $3598,000
STIP# 1113386 TCOS 523,000 576,000 589,000
TIP# BR-2022-01 S0
Description: Rehabilitate bridge 43032 over 6th and S0

Atchison Streets in 5t Joseph. 50

Includes both northbkound and 20
Within E] Area (Y/N) |Y 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y 30
Project Length {miles) NHPP $3,970,000 £3,970,000
Total Federal Funding NHPP SWIMB $993,000 5953,000
Total State Funding TCOS 20
Total Local Funding 30
Total Project Cost 85,4560 000 20 5$115,000 55,345,000 20 50 55,460,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

SpONs0r request.

Note: A rate of 3% per year wag applied for inflation for FY 2023-2025; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

Fiscal Year

Buchanan County Source |Category| Prior Prog. Fy2023 FY2024 TOTAL

Froject Name: Cook Road Bridge Rehabiltation Federal |NHPP 58,000 SB00 518,000 $49,000 567,800
STIP# 1113330 State TCOS 52,000 5200 55,000 512,000 519,200
TIF # BR-2021-01 Local S0
Description: Replace the bridge deck on the bridge Other 50
over |-29 (Bridge ADT00D). Federal 50

State 50

Within EJ Area (¥/N) |N Local 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y Other S0
Project Length (miles) Federal |NHPP $630,000 5630,000
Total Federal MNHEP State TCOS 5157,000 5157,000
Total State Funding  [TCOS 50
Total Local Funding S0
Total Project Cost: 510,000 51,000 523,000| 5848000 S0 5874,000

MTP Goals & Objective

System Preservation

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied for inflation for FY 2023-2025; inflation is not applied to
ENG costs per sponsor request.

Fiscal Year

Buchanan County Source |Category| Prior Prog. Y2023 Fr2iz24 Fvr2025 |TOTAL
Project Name: Gene Field Road Bridge Rehabiltation Federal [NHPP 58,000 $B00 $34,000 $48,000 582,800
STIF# 1113332 State TCOS 52,000 5200 59,000 512,000 $21,200
TIF# BR-2021-02 Local S0
Description: Replace the bridge deck on the bridge Other S0
over |-29 (Bridge ADV01). Federal |NHFP 17000 517,000
State TCOS 4000 54,000
Within EJ Area (Y/N) |N Local S0
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y Other 50
Project Length (miles) Federal [NHPP $619,000 5619,000
Total Federal NHPP State TCOS $155,000 $155,000
Total State Funding  [TCOS Local £
Total Local Funding Other £
Total Project Cost: TOTAL 510,000 51,000 564,000 $834,000 50 $809,000
MTP Goals & Objectivel System Management Note:
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Funding

Fiscal Year

Buchanan/Doniphan County Source |Category| Prior Prog. Fi2022 Fv2023 Fv2024 Fr2025 [TOTAL
Project Name: Rte. 36 Bridge Improvements Federal |NHPP 573,000 5604,000 5604,000
STIP# 11P3295 N State SWIMB 58,000 568,000 568,000
TIF # BR-2020-02 T Local 30
Description: Bridge rehabiltation on bridge over Other KDOT 5212,500 $212,500
Missouri River (Pony Express bridge) in Federal 50
St. Joseph (Bridges A3664/A3665/A3666)
KDOT participating in cost of project. :
v State 50
Within EJ Area (Y/N) [¥ Local 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (¥ Other 50
Project Length (miles) /A Federal [NHPP 54,433,000 54,433,000
Total Federal NHPP 55,037,000 =l state  [SWIMB 567,000 $67,000
Total State Funding  |SWIMB $135,000 |[WEN Local 50
Other Funding KDOT 54,712,500 Other  |KDOT 54,500,000 54,500,000
Total Project Cost: 59,965,500 TOTAL 581,000 59,884,500 50 50 50 50,884 500

MTP Goals & Objective)

System Management

Note: Reimbursement from KDOT is shown under TIP project BR-2022-03 (KDOT project KA-6100-01)

Funding

Buchanan and Doniphan County Source |Category| Prior Prog. FY2022 FY2023 Fy2024 Y2025 TOTAL

Project Name: Reimbursement for US 36 Bridge Rehab Federal |NHPP $170,000 $170,000|
STIPH KA-6100-01 el State State 542,500 542,500
TIP # BR-2022-03 i Local 0
Description: Payment to MoDOT for KDOT's share of Other 30

work on the US 36 bridge over the Federal 0

Missouri River. MoDOT project 1P3285 =

and TIP project BR-2020-02. 5 State *
Within EJ Area (Y/N) [¥ = Local 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y Other S0
Project Length (miles) /A Federal |NHPP 53,600,000 23,600,000
Total Federal NHPP 53,770,000 % State State $900,000 500,000
Total State Funding  [State 5942 5008E8] Local S0
Total Local Funding =0 Other 50
Total Project Cost 54,712,500 TOTAL 30 50 54,712,500 S0 50 54 712,500]

MTP Goals & Objectives |System Preservation

MNate: KDOT will be transferring 53.77 million of NHPP funds to MoDOT in 2023 (MoDOT project

1P3285)

Bridge Financial Summary by Agency

Agency. MoDOT Source F2022 2023 Fr2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Federal %9,851,100] 58,145,000 52,537 000 30| $20,533,100
State 5160 400( 34 855 000 3534 000 30| 55,659 400
Local 20 0 20 30 30|
Other 54 712 500 0 20 0] 34,712 500
TOTAL 514,724 000)513,010,000 33,171,000 30| F30,805,000
Agency: KDOT
Source Fy2022 Fy2023 Fy2024 Fy2025 TOTAL
Federal £3,770,000 50 B0| 53,770,000
State 50 $942 500 $0 §0 $942,500
Local 50 50 50 50 50
Other B0 B0 50 B0 B0
TOTAL B0 34,712,500 50 B0 54,712,500
Bridge Financial Summary
Source Fy2022 FY2023 Fy2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Federal $14 ,563,600| 515,685,000 52,537,000 50| 532,785,600
State $160.400| $6.750,000 $634,000 B0| 57,544 400
Local B0 B0 50 B0 B0
Other 50 50 50 B0 50
TOTAL $14,724 000 522 435,000 $3,171,000 50| 540,330,000

Bridge Project Summary for FY2022-2025

Project Length | # of Projects with |Federal Funds in | % Total Fed | State Funds in |% Total State| Local Funds in | % Total Local
(in feet) Bike/Ped Element EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds
MoDOT MiA 0 $5.037.000 24.53% $135.000 2.39% 50 0.00%
St. Joseph |M/A 0 50 0.00% 50 0.00% 50 0.00%
KDOT 0.001 0 $3,770,000 100.00% $942,500 100.00% 50 0.00%
Total /A 0 $8.807,000 26.86% $1,077.500 14.28% 50 0.00%
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Buchanan County Source Category Frior Prog. F'2022 F''2023 F'r2024 F'r2025 TOTAL
Project Name: U5 36 Westbound Lane Resurfacing Federal  |NHPP 80,000 204,000 $204,000
STIP# JIPE365 = State TCOS 20,000 51,000 51,000
TIF # RR-2022-01 Local $0)
Description: Resurface from 0.75 east of Ate. AL, in St. Jaseph, Cither 30|
toeast of MO 3 in Dekalb County, Frederal 0]
State $0j
Within EJ frea [71T0) M = Loval 30
Agericy BikelPed Plan irilY Oither 30
Praject Length [milzz] 1.0 Federal |MHPP $2,291,000 $2,7291,000!
Total Federal Funding MHFP $2,675,000 State TCOS $535,000 $538,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $6E9,000 Local $0 0 $0 10
Total Lacal Funding 30| Other 10
Total Project Cost 3,244,000 TOTAL $100,000 43,244,000 0 0 0 43,244,000
MTF Gioals & Objectives System Preservation
Andrew and Buchanan County Source F72022 Fr2023 Fr2024 Fr2025 TOTAL
Project Mame: Pavement Resurfacing on WYarious Routesin St #1000
Joseph Federsl | A -Stare 24,000 $30,000 :
STIP# JIP3406 = TCOS $6.000 F22,000 22000
TIF # RR-2022-02 Local $0)
Description: Resurface various routes: Pre, TS2 [Alabama Oither 30
St.Hude Park Ave.), Fte 53 (1-23 ta Cauntry Chub Federal 0
‘Willagel, and LP 23 (Pear St.] = [ State $0
‘wlithin EJ Area [v'IN) N = Local $0)
Agency Bike!/Pad Plan [vINY Cither 40|
Project Length [miles] 5.6 Federal | AC -State $1.213.000 31,213,000
Tatal Federal Funding AC-State #1,333,000 State TCOS 305,000 $305,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $332,000 Local 30
Taotal Local Funding $0) Other 10
Taotal Project Cost $1666,000] TOTAL 30 30,000 1,636,000 0 0 1,666,000!
Mate: A rate of 33 peryear was applied for inflation for FY 2023-2025; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per sponzor
IMTF Gioals & Objectives Syztem Preservation request, Anticipated future federal categomn = STEG

Funding

Andrew and Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Project Name: On-Call Interstate Pavement Repair Federal |AC-State $4,500 $4,500
STIP# 1113390 g State TCOS $500 $500]
TIP # RR-2022-03 8 Local $0|
Description: On-call contract to repair sections of asphalt pavement Other $0)
on 1-29/1-229 from the lowa state line to Platte County Federal $0|
(Atchison, Buchanan, Holt, Andrew and Buchanan Co.)
z $0
2 | State
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N Local $0|
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y/N) |Y Other $0|
Project Length (miles) Federal |AC-State $900,000 $900,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State $904,500f = State TCOS $100,000 $100,000
Total State Funding TCOS $100,500[88H Local $0
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $1,005,000 TOTAL $0| $1,005,000 $0 $0 $1,005,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Preservation

Anticipated future federal category = NHPP

Andrew County Source Category Prior Prog FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL

Project Name 1-29 Pavement Improvements - North Segment Federal |AC-State $6,300 $40,000 $97,000 $508,000 $645,000)
STIP# J113317 % State TCOS $700 $4,000 $11,000 $56,000 $71,000]
TIP # RR-2022-04 H | Local $0

Pavement resurfacing from US 59 (Holt Co.) to Bus. 71. Other $0|

(Andrew Co.) near St. Joseph. Federal $0|
Description =4 State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N 8 Local $0}
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) Y Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 14.1 Federal |AC-State $6,970,000 $6,970,000}
Total Federal Funding AC-State $7,615,000} g State TCOS $775,000 $775,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $846,700[ S8 Local $0]
Total Local Funding Gen Fund $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $8,468,000| TOTAL $7,000 $44,000| $108,000 $8,309,000 $0 $8,461,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied for inflation for FY 2023-2025; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per sponsor

request. Anticipated future federal category = NHPP
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MoDOT Funding

Andrew and Buchanan Counties Source Category Prior Prog FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Project Name: Various
$181,600
(o) |Federal  |AC-State $3,200 $44,800 $136,800
STIP# 11P3323 i | State TCOS $800 $11,200 $34,200 $45,400
TIP# RR-2021-01 Local $0
Description: Pavement preservation treatment on routes in Andrew Other $0
Co. (71, 59, LP 29, E, and C), and Buchannan Co. (59, Federal $0
752, AC, 6, A, MM, 1, VV) 2 .
8 State
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N Local $0
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y/N) |Y Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 47.9 Federal |AC-State $1,880,000 $1,880,000|
Total Federal Funding AC-State $2,064,800 % State TCOS $470,000 $470,000
Total State Funding TCOS $516,200[ 858 Local $0]
Total Local Funding Gen Fund $0| Other $0
Total Project Cost $2,581,000 TOTAL $4,000 $56,000 $2,521,000 $0 $0 $2,577,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Preservation
MoDOT Funding Fiscal Year
Andrew and Buchanan Counties Source Category Prior Prog FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 ITOTAL
Project Name: Pavement Resurfacing on Various Routes in the MPO
® Federal |AC-State $2,400 $90,000 $257,000 $347,000
STIP# 1153324 5 State TCOS $600 $23,000 $64,000 $87,000
TIP # RR-2022-05 Local S0|
Description: Resurfacing on Rte. 169 (Andrew & Buchanan Co.), Rte. Other S0
59 (Buchanan Co.), and Rte. E (Andrew Co.). Part of Federal SO|
larger project with other routes in Andrew, Buchanan % State S0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N "l Local $0|
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y/N) |Y Other S0
Project Length (miles) 24.9 Federal |AC-State $3,202,000 $3,202,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State $3,549,000 P4 State TCOS $801,000 $801,000
Total State Funding TCOS $888,000 &M L ocal $0|
Total Local Funding S0 Other S0
Total Project Cost: $4,440,000 B[ TOTAL $3,000] $113,000| $4,324,000 30| $0| $4,437,000
Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied for inflation for FY 2022-2024; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per sponsor
MTP Goals & Objectives: System Preservation request. Anticipated federal category STBG
MoDOT Funding
Buchanan and Andrew Courtiss Source Cateqary Prior Prog. Fra022 Fy20232 Fr2024 F 2025 TOTAL
Project Mame: |-23 Pavement Improvements Federal |[MNHPP $3.000 $36.000( $462.000 $492.000
STIP# JN3265 o State TCOS #3.000 #4.000 #51.000 55,000
TIP # FRR-2021-0% TN Lacal #0
Description: Resurface and pavement repair from Bus. 71 Other 30
Interchange to 1.5 zouth of Route 0. Federal 30
= EEn 40|
\Wiithin EJ frea (rik) T = Cocal 30
Agency BikelPed Plan [N Cither 40
Project Length [miles] 14.0 Federal  |NHPP $6,757.000 $E,757,000
Total Federal Funding MNHFF 47,266,000, ::'!I State TCOS $751.000 751000
Total State Funding TCOS FE06,0000EN L ocal 10
Total Lacal Funding £0) Other 30
Total Project Caost $2,072,000) TOTAL 12,000 340,000 48,021,000 0 0 48,061,000

MTF Goals & Objectives Systern Management

Highways & Streets - Rehabilitation & Reconstruction Financial Summary

Source FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Federal $3,729,800 $14,105,300 $7,478,000 $0| $25,313,100
State $797,200 $2,509,700 $831,000 30 $4,137,900
Local $0 30 $0 30 30
Other $0 $0 $0 30 $0
TOTAL $4,527,000f $16,615,000 $8,309,000 $0| $29,451,000

Highways & Streets - Rehabilitation & Reconstruction Financial Summary by Agency

Agency: MoDOT Source FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Federal $3,729,800( $14,105,300 $7,478,000 $0 $25,313,100
State $797,200 $2,509,700 $831,000 $0 $4,137,900
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TOTAL $4,527,000( $16,615,000 $8,309,000 $0 $29,451,000

Highways & Streets - Rehabilitation & Reconstruction Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with |Federal Funds| % Total Fed Local Funds |% Total Local
(in miles) Bike/Ped Element in EJ Area Funds State Funds in EJ Area|% Total State Funds | in EJ Area Funds

St. Joseph 0 0.00% $1,082,500 0.00% $0| #DIV/O!
Savannah 0 0.00% $1,361,400 0.00% $0[ #DIV/0!
MoDOT 117.5 6 $1,333,000 5.27% $0 0.00% $0 0.00%
Total 175 6 $1,333,000 5% $2,443,900 0% $0 100%
Note: The street repair program spans city wide in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be considered entirely
invested in EJ areas but should be used for an overall estimate of investment
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Highways and Streets — Capacity and Connectivity

No projects currently.
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Fu

nding

Buchanan County Eaource Category Frior Prog. Fianzz Franas Franzg Franzs TOTAL

Project Mame Operations- Transit Operating Assitance Federal 10
[sTip 10
TIF & FT-2013-01 0
Operating assistance For mass transit within the limits of St 10

Joseph, MO and Elwaod, K. Formula funds consist of 0

Description Formula funds From the KE and B0 of the urbanized area 101
‘within EJ Area [YI] T 0
EikelPed Element [T/R] | R L0
Project Length 5307 $1.453,000 $626,000] 31,650,330 $1675,145.55] $1,700,275.04 36,651,509
Total Federal Funding 5307 1597-2018-1 State Operating 13,237 $13,556 13,550 $20,175 46 $20,451.15] 350,126
Total State Funding Ztate Dperating TETOAGIGEN Pass Transit Tax 34,532 655 4,663,655 $4,733,703 $4,510,735.41| SRS YE $13,105,120]
Total Local Funding Pass Transit Tax 10|
Total Project Gozt tr0dnass|  gRaisodd]| $6 40337 $ES0E125| SR BOSTIE] L5 &35 058

MITF Goals & Objectives

Pobe: & rate of 15% was appl
30T were allecated in FFT16, "Service spans city wi
should not be considered entirely

Funds For
Accessibility

are not, and

invested in B o

jied ko aecount For inflation For FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually; Prior programed
ide geing in and ouk of EJ areas, therefors the amounts reflected
reas; Amended

Sept 2015

[

Euchanan Counky Seource Category Frior Prog. Fianas Fi2023 Frao24 Franzs TOTAL

Project Mame Zpar: Parts 0
STIP® 10
TIF # FT-2016-03 0
$0]

Fpars parts precurcment for bus flect replacemsnt 101

Diescription [transmissions, rebuild its, engines, windshields, etc) 0
“w'ithin EJ Area [VIN] $0]
BikelPed Element [N] [N 100
Project Length 5558 $40,000) 41,203 34152714 $42454 54 $165,431
Total Federal Funding saza|  1gaT-z01E-2 £0l
Tatal $tate Funding Pass Transit Tax 310,000 $10,302 $10,456.53 $10,6135.538 $41,5372]
Total Local Funding Mazz Tranzit Tax 460.270 0
Total Project Cost 10 $50,000 $51.511 352,254 $55,065 $206,563)

MITF Gioals & Objectives

Eystem Maintenancs

cndid Eept 2015

q

FV2023

Buchanan County Eaurce Cakegary Friar Prog. Fianzz Franz24 Franzs TOTAL

Project Mame Ehop Equipment Federal 10
ETIRH tate 0
TIPH PT-2016-10 10

0

0
Diezcription Fiepair and Replace Yarieus Shop Equipment £0
‘within EJ Area [YIR] 0
EikedPed Element (7] [N 10
Project Length 5333 S000 $5,120 i5, 242 $5,365 35,431 333,215
Total Federal Funding FFaj00 101
Total Frate Funding Pass Transit Tax $2,000 32,030 $2 060 $2,001 32123 £, 305
Total Local Funding Pass Transit Tax 460-370 100
Total Project Cost $10,000 310,150 $10,302 310,457 310,614 $41,523]

MWITP Gioals & Objectives

stem Maintenance

Fource

inflakion ratc of 1.5% was af

Categery

Frior Prog.

ed For Y 2013-2022

Franzs

Franzs

to Forccast anticipated funds in YOE; Amended Sep

Fv2id

Franzs

Project Mame Eackup Generator Federal 30|
STIPH Stake 30
TiP# PT-2016-12 Local 10

Procure and inztall backup generator recommended in safety Qther 10

audit Federal 10
Dhescription Stake 10
"wiithin EJ &rea [TIN] V] Lazal 10
Eike!Ped Element [7/M] Qither 30
Project Length SF3AM0-2017-042-00 Federal 5333 $75,000 $75,0001
Total Federal Funding Stake 30|
Total State Funding Plazz Trangit Tax 315,000 415,000
Total Local Funding Flass Transit Tax | 460-255 30|
Tatal Project Cost 30 330,000 30 10 30 $30,000]

TP Goals & Objectives

Zystem Maintenance [ Mote: Am

ended Fopt 2015

Source Category Frior Prog. Fraoz2a Fra023 Franz4 Fraoas TOTAL

Project Mame Fizplace Fusl DispenzorfFusl Leak Detection Spstem Fadaral 30
ETIPH# Stake 10
TIPi FT-2016-13 Local 30|

Olther 30|
Description Fizplace fuel dispenzing systemfFuel Leak Detection Spstem Federal 1]
"wiithin EJ &rea [TIN] upgrade Etate 10
Eike!Ped Element [YIN] | Local 30|
Praject Length 0] Qithir 30

Federal 5339 35,000 35,0001
Total Federal Funding 5333 Etate 30|
Total State Funding Lincal Ivlazs Transit Tax $2,400 $2,400
Teotal Local Funding Mlazz Transit Tax Qither 30
Total Project Cost TOTAL 30 37,400 10 10 10 37,4001

PATF Goals & Objectives

30| Page



Funding
Euchanan County Source Categary Frior Prog. Fraoz2 Frao2s Frao24 Fraoas TOTAL
Prajsct Nams Farvice Coordination - ADA Program Fadaral 0
TIPS g Trate 10
TP PT-2016-15 Local 30
. . ikher 0

Implement MPD Coordinated Human Services Flan to

promote multi-jurisdicitional bransit service & ADA onboard Federal 0
Description ombudsmand eduction program [Travel Ambassador] E Srate 40
“w'ithin EJ Area [YIN] = Local $0i
Bike!Ped Element [VIN] [N Dther 301
Project Length Federal 5310 $4.045| % 2500000 | $25375.00 | § 25705.65 | 2614136 102,273
Total Federal Funding 5310 o 1106521 § Htate 30 10 1] |
Total State Funding 30| Local Mlass Transit Tax $4,045 325,000 $25,375 $25,756 26,142 102,273
Total Local Funding Pdass Transit Tax -160-325' $106, 321 Dther 30}
Total Project Cost 212,641 TOTAL 15,096 350,000 450,750 151,511 352,254 3204545
MITF Geals & Objectives | accezsibility Plote: & rate of 155 waz applicd bo account for inflation for Fra1-2024, inkerest iz compoundsd annually

Enchanan County Source

Categary

Frior Prog.

Fraozz

Fraozs

Fraozd

Fra0zas

Project Name Expanded Evening and Weekend Tervice Federal tl.'ll
TIPS |
TIFH# PT-2017-20 0
300

Operate additional Fixed route deviation service on 301

Dezcription Eaturdays andlor evenings 10
‘wiithin EJ &rea [N N 0|
Bike!Ped Element [VIN] [N 0
Project Length 5310 $54.506 $122.000 $122,000 $122 000 $122.000 1458 Uﬂd
Teotal Federal Funding 0
Total State Funding 5310 FAD-16-X052 Mlass Transit Tax $54,556 $122,000 $122,000 3122 000 $122,000 $455,000|
Total Local Funding Pass Transit Tax 460-310 301
Total Froject Cost 1103112 $244.000]  f2d4.000 $244,000 $244,000 $376,000

MITFE Goals & Objectives

Aeceszibility considere

o entirely invested in EJ areag; Amended in Sept 2015

Buchanan County Source

Category

Prior Prog.

Fraoa

Fznza2

Fianas

Fan24

Project Name Beal Time Customer Information Federal $0i
ETIPH 30
TP PT-2015-01 $0i
30|

Provide current bus location and estimated arrival time via 0

Dezcription Pz and mokile devices, 11 |
‘within EJ Ares [N 0
Eike!Ped Element [1iM) [N 0
Projeck Length 5310 10150 310,150
Total Federal Funding $0i
Total Skate Funding 5310 MD-16-X052 Mlazz Transit Tax $10,000 10,0004
Total Lacal Funding Plazz Tranzit Tax 30
Total Project Cost $0 $£10,000 $10,150 $0 30 $20,150]

MWITF Goals & Objectives

Accecsibilit

o Transit Funding
EBuchanan County Fource Cakegory Pricr Prog. Fy2n21 Fy2nz2 Fyranzs Fran24 TOTAL

Project Name Security Equipment Federal 10
STIPR Fhate 30|
TIP# PT-2014&-03 Local 30
Frepair and upgrade security systems on vchicles and Dther 10

Facilities [cameras, gates, upgrade the bullet proof glass,
Dezcription inztall Ii\-c[: sfn_'veilange. fire aFI‘agrm updagradc]n’%an aad ::::ral :g
“wfithin EJ Area [VIN] il 10
Eike!Ped Element [Y!N] [N 30
Project Langth 5339 315,240 316 454 316,731 $16. 352 $EE 436
Total Federal Funding 53339 MO-2017-042 30|
Total tate Funding 5333 MO-34-0003 Mazs Transit Tax 14,060 $4.121 $4.153 34,245 $16,603
Total Local Funding Plass Transit Tax 460-365 30|
Total Project Cost 1] $20,500 32'2!.60?' 320,314 j2i.227 153,045

MITF Goals & Objectives

Eystem Maintenance

Mot Amended in Fopr. 2015

&ph Tr:

Funding

Euchanan County Source Category Fricr Prog. Eraoai Fraogza2a Firanas Frao24 TOTAL

Project fMlame Office Equipment Federal 30|
ETIPH 10
TIP# PT-2015-04 30|
Diezeription 30
“within B drea [N Ficplace and upgrade office cquipment 10
Biike/Ped Element [ VM) 10
Prajuct Length N 1]
Total Federal Funding 30|
Mo 1D 3 5333 f24 360 324,725 $25,036 $25,473 $33,654

5339 MO-16-X052 10

Total State Funding 5333 MI0-34-0003 Mazs Transit Tax 15, Uﬂ' $6.,151 $6,274 b1=) 36% $o4.914
Tatal Local Funding Plazz Tranzit Tax 4E0-3E0 30|
Total Project Cost 10 330.-150' $30,307 $31,370 331.8-1-1' $124 565

MTF Goals & Objestives

System Maintenance

Moke: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account For inflation For FY13-2021 interest is compounded annually
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«ph Transit Funding

Buchanan County ource Category Prier Prog. Franzt Franza Fronzs Franzd TOTAL
Project Mame Expanded Elwood Service Federal £0
STIRH S8 Srae $0
TIP# PT-2015-07 E Lacal 10
Dezcription Cithr 101
Federal 10
within Ed &rea [THN] Dieviake to Elwood, K3 Monday-Saturday upon request g Shyke L0
Eike/Ped Element [VAN] | = Local 0]
Fraject Length i Qithir 100
Federal 5310 1708 51500 53225 BE108.75 TES20.06 $257,153
Total Frderal Funding 5310 188720121 1] z Staty 01
Total State Funding $258 567 o Local Plass Transit Tax 31,708 $51,500.00( $53,025.00 36510575 17 506 $257,153
Tatal Local Funding Mlazz Tranzit Tax AE0-FF0 30 Qithr 10
Total Project Cost 3517, 754] TOTAL $3,416 $1073,000 $115,450 $136,215 $156,650 3514,315)
PATP Goals & Objectives | System Mainkenance: Mote: & rate of 1.5% was applied bo account For inflation For FY13-2021, interest is compounded annually

Publiz Tranzit Finan

Agency Ciky of Bt Joseph Source Franzg Franzd Franz2s TOTAL
Federal $1a33.220 319575000 $1.9535.050 j2,020,140 37,954 130
Etate 113,586 $13,580 1200788 20451 $50 126
Local 34,317,755 14,365,365 45,045,667 15,152,777 320,063,150,
Oither 10 i i j0 30
TOTAL {6 3:50544 16 Ad6 645 17052 576 37 175,535 S 105466
Publiz Transit Financial Summary
Fource Frraoza Franzs Firaozd Fira0zs TOTAL
Federal $1a33.220 31957500  $1.3535,0350 j2,020,140 37,954 130
Etate 113,586 $13,580 120,178 20451 $50 126
Local $4. 317 155 14 65365  $5 043 66T 35152717 $20,063 150
Other 1] 1] 1] 30 10
TOTAL {6 3:50544 16 Ad6 645 17052 576 37 175,535 S 105466
Fublic Transit Pr Fummary for F
Project Length | with Bike!Fed | Federal Fund=| % Total | State Fundsz Ekake Local Funds % Total
[in miles] Element inEd Area |Fed Fundz| in Ed Area Fundz in Ed &rea | Lecal Fundz
£t Joseph a i $7.243 615 3114% $50 126 100.00% | $13,626 053 ST.Ta%
Total 1] 1 37243613 S114% ioodae 100.00% | $13 626 033 ST.T3%

Mote: 2k Jozeph transit operates city wide in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be
congidered entirely invested in Ed areas but should be used For an cverall estimate of investment
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MoDOT Funding

Andrew and Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Project Name: On-Call Guardrail/Cable Repair Federal |AC-State 54,800 5800| 5116,000 $116,800
STIP# 11P3244 o State TCOS 51,200 $200| $29,000 $20,200
TIP # HE-2019-01 = Local 50
Description: On-call contract to repair damanged sections of E”:jer I :g
) ) . edera

gua:drall and guard cable on various major = BB i)
Within El Area (Y/N) N = |Local 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y/|Y Other 50
Project Length (miles) /A Federal |AC-State 51,648,000 $1,648,000
Total Federal Funding  |AC-State $1,764,800 % State TCOS $412,000 412,000
Total State Funding TCOS 5441200888 Local 50
Total Local Funding 50 Other 50
Total Project Cost $2,212,000 TOTAL 56,000 $1,000( 52,205,000 50 50| 52,206,000

Mote: Arate of 3% peryear was applied for inflation for FY 2022-2024; inflation is not applied to

MTP Goals & Objectives |System Management EMG costs per sponsor request. Anticipated federal category NHPP

Safety & Hazard Elimination Financial Summary by Agency

Agency: MoDOT Source Fy2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Federal $a00| 1,764,000 50 0| $1,764,800
State 5200 F441,000 50 50 F441 200
Local 30 30 30 50 50
Other 30 30 50 &0 50

TOTAL 51,000 %2 205000 50 50 %2 206,000

Safety & Hazard Elimination Financial Summary

Source FY2022 FY2023 FY2024 FY2025 TOTAL
Federal 5800 $1,764,000 50 B0 51,764,800
State 5200 5441000 50 &0 5441 200
Local &0 &0 $0 50 50
Other 50 50 50 50 50
TOTAL 51,000 52,205,000 50 0] 2,206,000
Safety & Hazard Elimination Project Summary for FY2020-2023
Project Length |with Elu;Ped Funds in EJ Fed State Funds State Local Funds Local
{in miles) Element Area Funds inEJ Area Funds inEJ Area Funds
MoDOT ] 1 50 0.00% 50 0.00% 50 0.00%
Total 0 1 50 0.00% 50 0.00% 50 0.00%
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No projects currently.
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Funding

Buchanan County Source | Category [Prior Prog. | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 | FY2025 | TOTAL

Project Name: Enviornmental Study for 1-229 bridge and corridor Federal |NHPP $1,218,000| $320,000 $320,000|
STIP# 1113053 g State TCOS $304,000] 580,000 $80.000
TIP# 5C-2017-02 (T8 ocal 50
Description: US 59 (St. Joseph Ave.) to US 36. Project involves bridge Other 50
A2225. Federal 50,

== | State 0,

Within EJ Area (¥/N) A A Local $0
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (¥/IN Other 50
Project Length 1.2 Federal 50
Total Federal Funding NHPP $320,000 = State $0
Total State Funding TCOS 580000088 Local 50
Total Local Funding 30 Other 50
Total Project Cost $1,922.000 TOTAL $1,522,000] $400,000 50 50 $0] $400,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

Sytem Management

Mote: Inflation is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request

Funding

Buchanan County Source | Category [Prior Prog. | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 | FY2025 | TOTAL

Project Name Scoping for Rte. 169 North Intersection Improvements Federal  |Safety 32000 54,000 4000 58,000
STIP# J1P3369 Q State Safety 3000 $1,000 1000 $2,000
TIP # 5C-2021-06 (8| ocal 50

Intersection improvements at North Woodbine Road Other 50

and County Line Road, 0.5 miles north of 1-29 Federal 0,
Description: % State 50
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N | ocal 50
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other 50
Project Length (miles) /A, Federal 50
Total Federal Funding Safety $40,000fF=8 State $0
Total State Funding Safety $5.0004 Local 50
Total Local Funding 30 Other $0
Total Project Cost $45 000 TOTAL $35,000 55,000 $5,000 50 50 $10,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Buchanan Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 | FY2025 | TOTAL

Project Name Scoping for Rte. 169 South Intersection Impravements Federal |Safety 546,000 54,000(  $4,000 $8.000
STIP# 11P3370 O} State safety 45,0000  $1,000]  $1,000 52,000
TIP # SC-2021-07 (T8 ocal 50

Intersection improvements at Riverside Terrrace 0.6 Other 50

miles southeast of Rte. AC. Federal 50
Description: _g State 50
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N = L ocal 50
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |Y Other 50
Project Length NA Federal 30,
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $8.000)F= State 50
Total State Funding TCOS 52,0005 Local 50
Total Local Funding 50, Other 50
Total Project Cost $10,000 TOTAL $51.000 $5.000]  55.000 50 0] 510,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Andrew County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2021 | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 | TOTAL

Project Mame: Scoping for Bus. 71 Intersection Improvements Federal |AC-State $8,000) 38,000 $16,000
STIP# 1153453 ol state TCOS $2,000)  $2,000] 54,000
TIP # SC-2022-01 I Local 50,
Description: Intersection improvements 2.3 miles north of I-29. Other 50
Federal 50

= |State 30,

'Within EJ Area (Y/N) N A Local 50
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (Y/1Y Other 50
Project Length {miles) N/A Federal 50
Total Federal Funding AC-State $16,000 % State 50
Total State Funding TCOS 5400088 Local 50
Total Local Funding 50 Other 50
Total Project Cost $20.000 TOTAL 510,000 510,000 $0 0] 520,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

MNote: Anticipated Federtal Category STBG
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Funding Fiscal Year
Andrew County Source | Category [Prior Prog. | FY2021 | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 |TOTAL

Project Name: Scoping for Belt Highway Culvert Repair Federal |AC-State $8,000| 58,000 $16,000|
STIPH 1153455 o State TCOS 52,000 52,000 $4,000
TIP # $C-2022-02 B8 | ocal S0
Description: Repair damage culvert under Belt Highway (Rte. 169) 0.1 Other S0
miles south of Karnes road. Federal 50|

=8 State S0

'Within EJ Area (Y¥/N) N 8 Local S0
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (¥/]Y Other S0
Project Length {miles) N/A Federal S0
Total Federal Funding AC-State 516,000 g State 50|
Total State Funding TCOS 54,000 &M | ocal 50|
Total Local Funding S0 Other S0
Total Project Cost: $20,000 TOTAL $0| 510,000 $10,000 S0 S0 $20,000]

MTP Goals & Objectives: |System Preservation MNote: Anticipated Federtal Category NHPP

Funding Fiscal Year
Andrew County Source | Category [Prior Prog. | FY2021 | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 |TOTAL

Project Name: Scoping for intersection improvements at Rte. 59/Rte. Federal |AC-State 460,000 $40,000 $100,000|
STIPH 1153452 % State TCOS $15,000( $10,000 $25,000|
TIP # SC-2022-03 U L ocal S0
Description: Intersection imrpovements at Rte. 59/Rte. 752/Rte. U. Other S0
Federal S0|

=8 State 30|

'Within EJ Area (¥/N) N 2 Local S0|
Agency Bike/Ped Plan (¥/1Y Other 50|
Project Length {miles) N/A Federal S0
Total Federal Funding AC-5tate 5100,000 g State 50|
Total State Funding TCOS 525,000 &8 Local 50|
Total Local Funding S0 Other 30|
Total Project Cost: $125,000 TOTAL $0| $75,000] $50,000 S0 S0 $125,000]

MTP Goals & Objectives: MNote: Anticipated Federtal Category NHFP

Scoping Financial Summary by Agency

System Preservation

Agency: MoDOT Source | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 | FY2025 | TOTAL

Federal $404.000{ 564,000 30 30| 468,000

State $101,000{ %16.000 50 30 H117.000

Local 30 50 30 30 30

Other 50 50 50 50 50

TOTAL $505.000{ 580,000 50 30| $585.000
Source | FY2022 | FY2023 | FY2024 | FY2025 | TOTAL

Federal $404.000{ 564,000 30 30| 468,000

State $101,000{ %16.000 50 30 H117.000

Local 30 50 30 30 30

Other 50 50 50 50 50

TOTAL $505.000| $80.000 30 30| B585.000

Scoping Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with | Federal Funds |% Total Fed| State Funds % Total |[Local Fundsin| % Total
{in miles) Bike/Ped Element | in EJ Area Funds in EJ Area | State Funds EJ Area Local Funds
MoDOT 1.2 1 $336,000 71.79% $84,000 71.79% 50 0.00%
Tatal 1.2 1 $336,000 71.79% 584,000 71.79% 50 0.00%
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FINANCIAL SUMMARY BY CATEGORY

FY202

ra

Bicycle & Elderly & Highways & Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation Pedestrian Bridge Disabled Streets - B/R Streets - C/C Transportation Safety & HE Freight Scoping Total
Federal 5 5 20000000 | 5 14,563,60000 | - 5 14,105 30000 | - 5 1,993,22000 | 5 BOOOOD | & - 5 A0,00000 | 5 31,266,920.00
State 5 s - s - 5 79720000 | 5 - s 18,586.46 | 5 20000 | 5 - 3 101,000.00 | 5 917,986.46
Local s s 89,300.00 | & - s - S - S - s 4,917,738.00 | & - S - S - s 5,007,038.00
Other 5 5 - 5 - S - S - S - S - 5 - 5 - 5 - S =
Total S S 289,300.00 | 5 14,563,600.00 | & - S 14,502 500.00 | & - S 6,930,544.46 | 5 1,000.00 | 5 - 5 505,000.00 | 5 37,191,944 46
FY2023
Bicycle & Elderly & Highways & Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation Pedestrian Bridge Disabled Streets - B/R Streets - C/C Transportation Safety & HE Freight Scoping Total
Federal 5 5 - 5 15,6B5,000.00 | 5 - 5 14,105 30000 | - 5 1,957,799.80 | 5 1,764,00000 | 5 - 5 64,000.00 | 5 33,576,099.80
State 5 s - 3 6,750,000.00 | & - 5 2,508,700.00 | & - s 10,880.25 | 5 44100000 | 5 - 5 16,000.00 | 5 9,736,580.25
Local s s - S - S - S - S - s 4,968,967.57 | & - S - S - s 4,968,967.57
Other 5 5 - 5 - S - S - S - S - 5 - 5 - 5 - S =
Total S S - 5 22,435,000.00 | 5 - S 16,615,000.00 | & - S 6,946,647.62 | 5 2,205,000.00 | 5 - 5 B0,000.00 | 5 48,281,647.62
FY2024
Bicycle & Elderly & Highways & Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation Pedestrian Bridge Disabled Streets - B/R Streets - C/C Transportation Safety & HE Freight Scoping Total
Federal 5 5 - 5 2,537,000.00 | & - 5 7A7E,000.00 | 5 - 5 1,983,02092 | & - 5 - 5 - 5 11,998,029.92
State K s - 3 634,000.00 | & - s £31,00000 | & - s 20,17846 | 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 1,485,178.46
Local s s - S - S - S - S - s 5,049,667.46 | & - S - S - s 5,049,667.46
Other 5 5 - 5 - S - S - S - S - 5 - 5 - 5 - S =
Total S S - 5 3,171,000.00 | & - S £,300,000.00 | 5 - S 705287584 | 5 - 5 - 5 - S 18,532,875.84
FY2025
Bicycle & Elderly & Highways & Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation Pedestrian Bridge Disabled Streets - B/R Streets - C/C Transportation Safety & HE Freight Scoping Total
Federal s s - 5 - 5 - 5 - s - 5 2,020,14005 | 5 - 5 - 5 - s 2,020,140.05
State S S - 5 - S - S - S - S 20,481.13 | 5 - 5 - 5 - s 20,481.13
Local s s - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 5,132,777.15 | 5 - 5 - 5 - 5 5,132, 777.15
Total S S - S - S - S - S - S 7,173,398.33 | & - S - S - S 7,173,398.33
Bicycle & Elderly & Highways & Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation Pedestrian Bridge Disabled Streets - B/R Streets - C/C Transportation Safety & HE Freight Scoping Total
Federal s s 200,000.00 | 5 3278560000 | - s 25,313,100.00 | & - s 7.954,189.77 | 5 1,764,800.00 | 5 - 5 A6E,00000 | 5 68,485,689.77
State S S - 5 7.544.400.00 | 5 - S 4,137,900.00 | 5 - S 80,126.29 | 5 441,200.00 | 5 - 5 117,000.00 | & 12,320,626.29
Local & & £9,30000 | 5 - & - & - & - & 20,069,150.18 | & - 5 - 5 - & 20,158,450.18
Other 5 5 - S - S - S - S - S - S - S - S - S =
Total s s 289,300.00 | & 40,330,000.00 | - s 29,451,000.00 | - s 28,103,466.25 | 5 2,206,000.00 | 5 - S 58500000 | & 111,179,866.25
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE REVIEW

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) defines Environmental Justice as the
“fair treatment for people of all races, cultures, and incomes, regarding the
development of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.” Environmental
Justice (EJ) is a federal requirement that projects using federal funds be selected
and distributed fairly to all people regardless of income or race and that all people
have equal access to the benefits afforded by federally funded projects as well as
equal access to the decision—making process for the selection of those federal
projects’. This concept is expanded on in the three EJ principles shown below.

To avoid, minimize, or

mitigate disproportionately To ensure the full and fair .
. L To prevent the denial of,
high and adverse human participation by all . L
. . reduction in, or significant
health and environmental potentially affected delay in th iot of
effects, including social communities in the © ay n the r.ecellp °
. . . benefits by minority and
and economic effects, on transportation decision— . .
S . , low—income populations.
minority populations and making process.

low—income populations.

As previously described, the TIP implements the Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP) which itself underwent substantial environmental justice review, analysis, and
outreach on a system level. All projects in the TIP must first be included in the MTP
either as explicitly identified regional capacity projects or as part of the plan’s
programmatic elements and therefore are included in this assessment. The TIP
does not directly assess benefits and burdens related to outcomes of specific
projects or programs; that level of analysis would be made during the
environmental analysis of individual projects. On that note, as part of project
submission and request for extension, sponsors are required to certify that their
projects are in compliance with SUATSO’s Title VI and EJ program (located online
at https://www.stjoemo.info/DocumentCenter/View/10480/SJATSO-Title-VI-Final)
and are expected to mitigate and address any EJ concerns at the project level.

" This policy is defined in Executive Order 12898 that was signed by President Clinton on February
11, 1994,
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https://www.stjoemo.info/DocumentCenter/View/10480/SJATSO-Title-VI-Final

The 2022-2025 TIP only contains projects with funding over that four—year fiscal
period. Some census tracts that are not currently touched by any projects may
have been touched by projects from previous TIPs, which do not appear on the
map, or will have future investments made.

Additionally, the investment of federal, state, and local funds in EJ areas has been
identified under each category in the Fiscally Constrained Project listing. While
investment of funds alone does not account for all EJ considerations, it does help
identify where the community is investing its resources. The results of this analysis
indicate a logical and even distribution of projects across the region and areas with
high concentrations of EJ populations.

Figure 2 demonstrates the distribution of minority, low—moderate income, and
zero—car households in the metropolitan planning area. A total of 26 physical
projects are programmed in EJ area accounting for a total of 52% of all physical
TIP projects. Transit and OATS, Inc. operating tables reflect that they operate both
in and out of EJ areas but are not included in the calculation of physical projects,
neither are the scoping projects.

After considering the map and financial analysis the MPO believes there are no
significant EJ concerns with the selection of roadway, bridge, transportation
enhancement, or transit projects in the metropolitan area.
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Figure 2: EJ Populations in SUATSO MPA
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APPENDIX A: SELF CERTIFICATION

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS
SELF-CERTIFICATION CHECKLIST

The following products of the metropolitan planning process have been completed, adopted
and/or approved and demonstrate that the St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization is
carrying out a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process for
the St. Joseph metropolitan area.

ltem Date Completed, Adopted or Approved
Coordinated Public 11/21/2019 X
Transit — Human
Services Transportation
Plan
Environmental Justice Yes X
Analysis/Assessment
e MTP
e TIP
Limited English 11/20/2019 X
Proficiency Plan (LEP)
Metropolitan 11/21/2019 X
Transportation Plan
(MTP)
Public Participation Plan | 5/9/2017 X
(PPP)
Title VI Plan 11/20/2018 X
2022-2024
Transportation
Improvement Program
(TIP)
2021 Unified Planning 4/20/2021 X
Work Program (UPWP)
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St. Joseph Area Transportation
Study Organization
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCIESS
CERTIFICATION

In accordance with 23 CFR 450,334, the St. Joscph Aves Transportation Study Organization which is the
Metvapolitan Planning Organization for the St Joseph, Missourl —Kansas Urbanized Area, the Missour
Department of Transportstion and the Kansas Depariment of Transportation hereby certify that the
transportation planning process is addressing major issues in the metropolitan planning area and is being
conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of:

L 23 U.B.C. 134, 49 ULS.C, 5303, and this subpart;

IL  In nunaltainment end maintenance aress, sections 174 and 176 (¢) end (d) of the Clean Air Act, as
amended (42 U.8.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93;

il Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.5.C. 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 21;

I¥, 49 U.8.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the bases of tace, color, creed, national origin, sex, or
age in employment or business apportunity;

Y. (5) Seclion 1101(k) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-357) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the
involvement of disadvantaged business enlerprises in DOT fanded prajects;

VI 23 CFR pwt 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment-opporunity program on
Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts;

VI The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990(42 U.8.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR,
paris 27, 37, and 38;

VI The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 1.5.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis of
ape in programs or activities receiving Federal financial-nid sssistance;

IX.  Section 324 of title 23 U.5.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and
X, SZection 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 79) and 49 CFR part 27 regarding
discrimination agrinst individuals with disabilities.

I further certify that T am awave of what this certification represents and have been briefed accordingly.

-~ :.": —— _,/:.,-
vl pd c"_r,::--’ 72 //4 /&éiﬁ'“h z!
Sighature/Date

Signalure/Date Ly, N Signature/Date

Robet Dempster Chris Redline Michael Moriarty

Chairman District Enginecr Chief of Transportation
Planning

St. Joseph Area Missouri Department Kansas Department

Transportation Study of Transportation of Transportation

Organization
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Metropolitan Transportation Planning Process Self-Certification Checklist

1. 23 1.8.C. 134, 49 1L.8.C. 5303, and this subpart;
Al core documenis are curreni:

W MTP
k TIP

W UPWP
¥ PPP

™ CMP (if applicable)
Mot applicable

2. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176 (¢) and (d) of the Clean Air Act, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93;

™ Conformity Determination Rendered

Not applicable at this time. Currently the St. Joseph/ Elwood/Wathena Region is in
attainment.

3. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 1.S.C. 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 21;
Approved:

W Titk: V1 Plan
W LEP Plan

4. 49 U.8.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national ongin, sex,
or age in employment or business opportunity;
Appraved:

¥ Tithe ¥I Plan
¥ LEP Pln

5, Section 1101(b) of the SAFETEA-LU (Pub. L. 109-59) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the
involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded projects;

I~ DBE Payment Information submitted to KDOT on a consistent basis
Mot applicable at this time.

6. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on
Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts;
Approved:
W Title VI Plan

W EJ Analysis Completed (as part of the MTF or TIF)
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7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.8.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49
CFR parts 27, 37, and 38, a
Approved:

W Title V1 Plan

8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.8.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis
of age in programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance,
Approved:

W Titke VI Plan

9, Section 324 of title 23 U.8.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and
Approved:

W Title VI Plan

10). Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.5.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 27 regarding
diserimination against individuals with disabilities.

Approved.:
W Titke VT Plan
Matt Messina il Date! :

Comprehensive Transportation Planning Manager
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APPENDIX B: RESOLUTION OF ADOPTION

RS-2021-01

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2022-2025 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
FOR THE ST. JOSEPH AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY ORGANIZATION (SJATSO)

WHEREAS, The Coordinating Committee of the St. Joseph Area Transportation Study
Organization (SJATSO) is the Executive Body of the metropolitan planning organization designated
by the Governors of the States of Missouri and Kansas for the St. Joseph Urbanized Area, and
responsible for carrying out the provisions of Section 134 Title 23 U.S. Code and Section 5303 Title
49 U.S. Code; and

WHEREAS, the Transportation improvement program (TIP) has been developed in
compliance with approved procedures and processes, and is consistent with the SJATSO
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP); and

WHEREAS, the Technical Committee endorsed the Program Year 2022-2025 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and recommend its approval and adoption.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Coordinating Committee of the St. Joseph
Area Transportation Study Organization hereby approves and adopts the 2022-2025 Transportation
Improvement Program.

Bob Dempster, Chairman

'{\ 2 _ ( o~ (/p)/u%w o

Chance Gallagher, Transportation Planner

Attest:
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APPENDIX C: SUATSO PROJECT DELAY POLICY

The goal of the Project Delay Policy for the Transportation Improvement Program is
to maximize the federal funding obligated each fiscal year and to enable the MPO
to redirect funds to different project if any are inactive or otherwise limited from
making progress. The Delay Policy applies to projects funded through the
programs for which SJATSO has oversight of project selection. The intent of the
policy is to provide an incentive for local agency sponsors to develop their projects
according to a detailed schedule and, thereby, to obligate the federal funds
assigned to each project within the timeframes initially shown in the TIP.

In the context of this Delay Policy, a delay occurs when a construction—related
project phase does not get advertised within six months of the TIP program year in
which its construction phase funding was originally programmed, or changed with
an amendment, in the TIP. For non—construction projects and programs, a delay
occurs when the Notice to Proceed is not issued within two months of the TIP
program year in which its implementation was originally funded in the TIP. The
consequence of a delay may be the withdrawal of its federal funds from the TIP or
other action by the Coordinating Committee.

Staff is responsible for monitoring project progress and will ask for a project

update six months after the adoption of the TIP as part of the annual update
process.
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APPENDIX D: ST. JOSEPH TRANSIT
ILLUSTRATIVE PROJECTS

g 2022-2025 TIP Illustrative Project List Total Federal Local

s 1.00

§ 2.00 | Operate additional fixed route deviation service on Saturdays and/or evenings | § 750,000.00 | & 375,000.00 | $ 375,000.00
S 3.00 | Real Time Customer Information system $ 50,000.00 | 5 40,000.00 | § 10,000.00
S 4.00 | Refurbish maintenance garage lubrication system $ 74,000.00 | 5 59,200.00 | & 14,800.00
$ 5.00

S 6.00 | Procure spare parts for buses $ 200,000.00 | 5 160,000.00 | S  40,000.00
S 7.00 | Replace 2 support vans and service truck $ 120,000.00 | 5 96,000.00 | §  24,000.00
S 8.00 | Facility maintenance {administrative, storage, passenger station facilities) § 219,000.00 | 5 175,200.00 | $  43,800.00
S 9.00 | Security equipment repairs and upgrades $  40,000.00 | §  32,000.00 | & 8,000.00
$ 10.00 | Shop equipment repairs and upgrades $ 81,250.00 | 5 65,000.00 | & 16,250.00
$ 11.00 | Office equipment replacement and upgrades $  40,000.00 | 5 32,000.00 | & 8,000.00
$ 12.00 | Procure and install back up generator $ 75,000.00 | 5 60,000.00 | S 15,000.00
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APPENDIX E: TIP EVALUATION SHEET

1]

1
|
IT

I
[
5
[

il'ranspﬂrtatian Improvement Program (TIP) Project Evaluation

Project Title:
Project Sponsor:
Project Description:

The below is reguired for inclusion in the TIP. Any guestion resulting in a “no” will automatically
disqualify this project. This section to be filled out by scoring committee,

GEMERAL

Project is located in the SJIATS0 MPO Oves DMNo
Project supports the overall vision of the current MTP OYes QMo
Project has the necessary local matching funds =] 3‘!5 =] HD
Project sponsor has identified sufficient operating and maintenance funds E ,I,:z E Ng
Project sponsor has signed all certifications OYes QHo
Affected El populations were identified/considered in this project Ove:s DMNo

Total Score; /50

If competitive funding is being sub-zllocated by the MPO and this project has agplied for this funding, fill
out the following section that corresponds best with your project; if your project fits more than one
section, choose one that fits it best. Provide documentation {maps, etc.) as applicable. This section to be
filled out by project sponsor. If no competitive, sub-allocated funds are being used STOP HERE.

General

Usze the box below to provide any additional information not covered in the project sections that you
feel is necessary to adeguately describe your project. Remember this is a competitive process, the more
thorough you describe your project, the better the committes will be able to score it

Pulblic Wiorks Administratio

W TIFTIF General Resou
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APPENDIX F: SPONSOR SUBMITTAL MATERIAL

FW; TIP Call for Project + Message (TML)

fle  Message Hep Q) Tellme what you wantto do

o ) DG B o g O 10

Bromtmal ~ V done (0 Onehot Relsted ¥
% Jutkv Delte Archive | Reply Reply Forwurqumv © Reaty &0 Foeehr 7 Move s Matk Categorze Follow TramlakB i Read | Zoom
A I Reply & Delete 7 Create New ¢ BAdions' Uned v Upv v NSty | Aowd
Delete Respond ‘ Qulck Steps 5 Move Tags i Ediing Speech | Zoom A
FW. TIP Call for Project
€ Reply | € Reoly Al = Forward | | ve0
Chance Gallagher dinill Wi
To Chelsea Chester Tue §/3200 230 PM
) Sponsorleterfo projet comyoveremplatedoox Tile VI E} ADA Cettof Complance Blankdocx : ) TIP Sponsor CalforProects Leterdocx G ‘ Template for projectsads g
18KB G0 KB 593K8 15KB

mi T1P Update Checklst for public viewdocx
5918

»

from; Chance Gallagher

Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 3:03 PM

To: Brad Lav <blau@saintjoseph.com; Leah.johnson@dpcountyks.com; Brady McKinley <bmckinley@stioemo.ore; Mike Henderson <Michael.Henderson@modot,mo.gov»; blangley@oatstransit.org; Pam King
<lwoodch@carsoncomm.com; Andy Clements <aclements@stioemo.ore; mikemsavmo@gmeil.com; Abe Forney <aforney(@stioemo.org; Reed Schwartzkopf <rschwartzkopt@stioemo.org; Scott Gatewood
<sgatewood@stioemo.org>; Shannon Kusilek <shannon.kusilek@modot,mo.gov»; Bruce Lundy <brucelundysavmo(@gmall.com; Allison Smith <Allson.Smith(@ks,gov>; Keven Schneider <kschneider@stioemo.org>; Adam Watson
(adam.watson@modot.mo.gov) <adam.watson @modot.mo.gov»; Jim Richardson <jrich@carsoncomm.com>; ‘Ron Martin' <RMartin@co.buchanan.mo.us»; Mgordon@cabllc.com; Adam Freeman <afreeman(@stioemo.org>; Rick
Spriggs <rspriggs@stioemo.org>; Dave Earls <David. Earls@modot mo.gov; Transit Nancy Lohr <transit nlofr@stioemo.or; Transit Michelle Schultz <transit mschuftz@stioemo.org>

(c: Chelsea Chester <cchester@stjoemo.org>

Subject: RE: TIP Callfor Project

All

The upcoming Technical Committee meeting Is going to be combined with the April Coordinating Committee because of that | am golng to add some time to when the project Information Is due to me. Instead of February 217 please
have your projects submitted by March 20",

Thank you,
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Mid-Year Progress Report

Al SDONSONE Wh 2UImantty Fave [RYjects IR tha 20122021 TIF st complets Srle form by
Fabnuary 15, 2018

# Roquinad

Agency or Jurisdiction Name *
{la MoDOT, DATS, 5t. Josegh)

Your answer

Agency or Jurisdiction Sponsor Address *

Your answer

Contact Mame *
Flest ard laest rama

Your answer

Emnail *

Your answer

Contact Phone *
Flease antar work numizar and @sanzion

Your answer

DIJ b7nl BrvoHJDNG . HYs,

Your answer

HEXT

Pawer zubmit peazecrds through Googe Forma,

TIP Project Submittal

“ Racired

Agency or Jurisdiction Mame *
W 12 regeeating tha TIF chasgaT (LA Mc0OT, C&TS, 5t Jooeps]

Four anawer

Agency or Jurisdiction Spensor Address *

FOUr anEwer

Contact Mame *
At ond lextrm=e

O ST

Email *

O ST

Contact Phone *
Flaaan arme vt rumizer o2 mcena e

FOUr anEwer

Type of Change Reguested *
Chack el the ey

O mew

() Projact Scops
() Funding Amount
() Funding Sourne

(:) Funding Yaar

() Criher

Project Titles *
Frovide curast 858 o propone ©=ewy Pt for == projecty. H you beve more shen crm projest, izt
tha oo o bared

Four anawer

Project [Ds
Erier TF norbar F2 ousestprojecs Ui ol| projecta numzenmd.

Project Description *
Frovide e briad duace pear =f e pro et 1z be sdied or verges o amch proms rumzensl

Your anawer

Reascn for Project
Flazn wglei vy 12 proact 1 macanaen

Your anawer

N aubm e pasewsrdn Ty Gasghe Favee.
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Mid-Year Progress Report

* Required

I hereby agree/certify that: The infermation on this application and submitted for inclusion in
the TIP is accurate to the best of my knowledge. This information and any additional
information | provide for this TIP change may be published directly into the SUATSO
Transportation Improvement Program. The local/state funding submitted for inclusion in the
TIP is available for the match of federal funds and the project sponsor is financially committed
to the submitted project. . This project has been made available for public comment before
submital and | and partner jurisdictions have conducted the appropriate public input
processes. . Any facility constructed with these funds will be maintained according to an
adopted facility mail e plan. | und d that when utilizing any federal funds for
design or right-of-way, that construction must begin within 10 years. Projects submitted for
inclusion in the TIP do not violate SJATSO's Title VI program or any other adopted policies and
adhere to all federal ADA requirements.

Signed *

Please enter name

Your answer

BACK SUBMIT

Never submit passwords threugh Goegle Forms.

TIP Project Submittal

* Required

| hereby agree/certify that: The information on this application and submitted for inclusion in
the TIP is accurate to the best of my knowledge. This information and any additional
information | provide for this TIP change may be published directly into the SJATSO
Transportation Improvement Program. The local/state funding submitted for inclusion in the
TIP is available for the match of federal funds and the project sponsor is financially committed
to the submitted project. . This project has been made available for public comment before
submital and I and partner jurisdictions have conducted the appropriate public input
processes. . Any facility constructed with these funds will be maintained according to an
adopted facility maintenance plan. | understand that when utilizing any federal funds for
design or right-of-way, that construction must begin within 10 years. Projects submitted for
inclusion in the TIP do not viclate SJATSO's Title VI program or any other adopted policies and
adhere to all federal ADA requirements.

Signed *

Please enter name

Your answer

BACK SUBMIT

Never submit pasawoerds through Google Forms
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APPENDIX G: SJATSO VOTING MEMBERS

Coordinating Committee

Bob Dempster, Nodaway Valley Bank
Ron Hook, Western District Commissioner
Byan Myers — Councilmember at Large
Madison Davis — District 1 Councilmember

Kent O’Dell, Council Member At-Large
Bryan Carter, City Manager

Bruce Lundy, City Administrator

Ron Hook, Western District Commissioner

Bob Caldwell, Presiding Commissioner

John Cluck, Mayor Wathena

Technical Committee

Brady McKinley, St. Joseph

Mike Henderson, MoDOT

Scott Gatewood, Traffic Supervisor
Adam Freeman, Airport Operations Manager
Jake Fisher, Assistant City Engineer
Keven Schneider, Streets Superintendent
Jeff Atkins, Parks & Recreation
Andy Clements, Public Works Director
Abe Forney, Aviation General Manager
Brady McKinley Assistant Director of Public
Works

Mike Milhiwsky, Public Works Director

Larry Sparks, Building Inspector
Bobby Hall, Streets Superintendent

Tammy Bembrick, City Clerk

Jim Galthberth, Road and Bridge
Marcus Lawson, GIS Coordinator

Shannon Kusilek, NW District

Allison Smith, MPO Liason
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APPENDIX H: TIP AMENDMENTS AND MODIFICATIONS

The following table will be used throughout the timeframe that the 2022-2025 TIP is in effect to record the adoption
and any future amendments or modifications that are processed.

Update N/A N/A N/A N/A 05/24/2018
Amendment 2022-2025 MoDOT Project Adjustments MoDOT Various 17 Feb. 2022 | 2 Mar. 2022
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